This enemy was different than any the United States had faced before, it was not found in any particular nation but rather had followers dispersed across the world, organized and united for one purpose, "remaking the world and imposing its radical beliefs on people everywhere." 3 The threat posed by al Qaeda and its radical ideology would require changing how the United States approached problems and issues in the Middle East. Unfortunately, instead of changing its strategy to fit the problem, the United States changed the problem to fit the strategy it was comfortable pursuing. Thus, from October 2001 onward, the focus of GWOT and United States' foreign policy began to shift from the pursuit of terrorists' organizations into pursuing rogue states and weapons of mass destruction (WMD). The analysis that follows suggests that the evolution of GWOT has resulted in the United States being seen as "the oppressor" rather than "the liberator", and as such its global influence is diminishing and anti-Americanism is increasing globally. The assertion by the United States that it is simply focusing on eliminating supporters and "safe harbors" for global terrorists is being viewed with increased skepticism and by some observers as downright hypocritical. The context for making the argument that an expanding GWOT strategy is producing negative views of the United States will be an assessment of the The Current Situation When the World Trade Center towers fell and the Pentagon was ablaze on September 11, 2001 , tremendous goodwill and sympathy were bestowed on America from all over the world.
Even America's traditional adversaries such as Iran, Syria, Libya, Cuba and North Korea expressed their outrage and offered limited assistance. But in the lead-up to the invasion of Iraq, the turnaround in public sentiment and multinational support for the U.S.-led war on terror was profound. 4 The reason for this turnaround can be understood by exploring significant changes in the United States' position that took place between September 11, 2001 approval rating for GWOT among its own citizens declined by 18%. 14 By pursuing OIF, the United States has lost international support for GWOT, has increased its enemies in the region and has lost domestic public support for its foreign policy decisions. Regional security in the Middle East is important to the United States' interests but it should not have been pursued solely as a military mission or under the GWOT banner. This lack of clarity surrounding the desired end state that the United States hopes to achieve in its war on terrorism provides evidence that a long-term foreign policy strategy is warranted. To be successful, the strategy must incorporate all elements of national power, clearly identify the threats, opportunities, and risks associated with taking action or not taking action, and assign responsibilities and identify appropriate measures of success to which responsible parties are held accountable to achieve.
Who is the Enemy?
The first step in establishing a revised strategy is to understand who the enemy is and why it is gaining in popularity among Muslims around the world and the impact U.S. actions have on these trends. The 9/11 Commission Report released in July 2004, found that the enemy the United States faces is not terrorism but the al Qaeda network, its affiliates, and its ideology. The Commission recommends creation of a strategy that matches the United States' means to two ends: dismantling the al Qaeda network and prevailing in the longer term over the ideology that gives rise to Islamist terrorism. 15 The first "end" identified by the Commission, The total failure of political institutions in the Middle East to meet the needs of their people, along with the perception that the U.S. is supporting these regimes rather than standing up for the rights of the people is giving rise to increased radical extremism. Radical organizations recognize that playing the role of a pseudo government by actively providing social services, medical assistance, counseling, and temporary housing which the "official" government is not adequately providing lends credibility to their cause. 22 In addition, research shows that radical ideology is not appealing to the poorest of the poor nor is it spurred on by Islam as a religion. Muslims.
Recommendations
What steps should the United States take to combat the al Qaeda inspired movement and increase worldwide support for U.S. foreign policies? First the United States needs to recognize that it is fighting a war of attrition with its adversaries. The focus in the past has been to fight radical extremists as an event-driven response. This approach will not be successful in a war of attrition. Instead the U.S. must turn its strategy into a long-term, multi-generational response.
Al Qaeda's trademark is protracted and very precise, detailed planning. The U.S needs to take the same approach and "fight fire with fire". The myopic approach the U.S. has taken currently won't work against radical extremists. The U.S. should focus its efforts on determining where it wants to be in the next several decades, rather than years, and how it can best shape the world in order to regain its position and influence as a leader in the global environment.
One premise of this revised policy should be to focus actions on giving to the world what the United States has in abundance -a belief in a better future for all individuals. What is sacred about America is not its land but its union based upon the belief of a better future. The U.S. government does nothing to encourage this trait among its citizens instead it springs readily from within most Americans. 27 This belief in a better future should become the foundation from which foreign policy emerges in the twenty-first century. Actions taken must be consistent with the message the United States conveys in its policy. Deeds must match words.
Therefore, when the U.S. talks about democracy it needs to back democrats and not autocratic regimes or dictatorships.
A second premise of U.S. foreign policy should be to promote freedom of opinion and . 29 Yet many of the leaders of these governments take this assistance with one hand while teaching their own people that America is bad with the other hand. What is needed is for these leaders to de-legitimize terrorism in their own countries. None of these Arab leaders have condemned Osama bin Laden by name. No fatwa has been issued condemning his acts. 30 Therefore, the United States should use the financial assistance provided to Middle Eastern regimes as leverage to encourage these governments to allow for privatization of the media, freedom of speech, establishment of legitimate rule of law organizations (police, courts, prison), promote human dignity, and denounce terrorists and terrorism by name. Refusal to oblige means financial assistance is curtailed until processes are put into place to legitimately pursue these goals.
Historically, pressuring autocratic regimes and dictators that produce oil to be more responsive to their people has been contrary to U.S foreign policy. The United States has been willing to "look the other way" when these regimes have taken steps to inhibit freedoms within their countries for fear that these regimes would decrease their oil production and drive up oil prices. This fear is legitimate but a bit tenuous. Oil is a commodity that is traded openly on the world market therefore oil-producing countries are not in the totalitarian position to wield oil as a weapon against the United States, as the majority of people have come to believe. Oil production and export is a supply and demand business. With no other meaningful sources of revenue available to them, Middle Eastern countries must sell their oil. Once the oil is on the world market, they cannot control where it ends up. These regimes could try to affect the shortterm price of oil by cutting back on production; however since there are other nations in the world producing oil it is highly likely that these countries would simply increase their production to meet demand. 31 In addition, the United States imports the majority of its oil from its closest neighbors; Canada and Mexico. Thus, the "oil" argument for showing leniency towards these regimes is unfounded.
One avenue that would increase American influence in the world and simultaneously eliminate the doubts raised regarding the United States intentions in the Middle East would be to reduce U.S. dependency on oil. High oil prices allow Saudi Arabia and Iran, the world's first and second largest oil exporters and two of the largest financiers of radical extremism, to become awash in money. This means that these two countries, plus other corrupt oil states in the world, can keep their old means of repressive governments in place and continue to finance radical extremists as they desire. Not only does this increase the threat to the American people, it also undermines U.S. efforts to force these regimes to adopt democratic values. 32 Today's reality is that the U.S. is the world's sole military superpower but economically the world is becoming multi-polar because globalization is leveling the playing field. Americans constitute one twentieth of the world's population, but manage to produce a quarter of the word's pollution and garbage while consuming a quarter of the world's energy. The U.S. has been able to live beyond its means because the rest of the world continues to buy U.S. Treasury bills. Selling its debt -both public and private -around the world has always been easy. If the United States continues to expand its war on terrorism beyond pursuing the masterminds of to +2.5, with a higher score indicating better governance. Freedom ranking is measured on a scale of 1 to 7, with 1 representing the most free and 7 representing the least free country. 39 Improvement of a given country's index by +.10/year in any given metric would be an indicator that the country is moving in the right direction towards improvement. A decrease of a given index by more than -.15/year in any given metric would be an indicator that the country's policies and governance need to be watched and perhaps given international assistance as necessary.
Conclusion
The importance of constraining or eliminating the growth of radical extremists is a key to accomplishing stability and peace around the world. There are many components that play into the composition of a nation or a society. As the United States begins to re-evaluate its actions and foreign policy in the future, it should picture these components as strands in a rope. Each strand represents the various components that build a successful nation or society, such as rule of law, educational opportunities, military, economic opportunities, governance, human rights, freedom of expression, etc. These strands wrap around each other and become the integrated foundation upon which a nation or society is built. A secure environment is needed in order to successfully "braid" these strands [components] into a strong rope [nation or society].
Recognizing the importance of the people in determining the best form of government for themselves the United States can only influence the actions and policies it will implement and not what is best for everyone else in the world.
Americans need to remember that building democracy takes a long time and a lot of struggle. There have only been two republics in the world's history that have lasted longer than two hundred years. Ancient Rome is one and the United States is the other. Rome fell because of domestic political instability, overextension and reliance upon the military and fiscal irresponsibility. 40 Expanding GWOT beyond retaliation for September 11 has put the United
States on the same path that Ancient Rome traversed thousands of years ago. The United
States must get off this path, re-evaluate where it wants to be in the twenty-second century, and begin to implement a strategy that will get it to its desired end state. Along the way, the United States needs to be mindful of how its actions and policies can open the proverbial "Pandora's
